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RE app# 10/004.964 Examiner Phan 

Examiner Phan, 

ThankvouforofferingtohelpmebyphonethisTue. As discussed, I vail call you at 10:30 your time. 
^^Z^^mrnoa^rJL^v^C^fornia, it slides East later). If that time proves 
inconvenient for you I would be pleased to tesdiedule. 

I hope the attached notes will help use your time more efficiently, so you can identify in advance anywhere 
that I'm not quite getting your point If not, please disregard them. 

rve tried to exolain a bit more what was meant, particularly by the specific terms cited in the office 
Ji-oSld,^^i~J.^^. Tt^senctesprettymuchabandonattenvpuat^ep^^^ 
Sveforclari^ Please pardon any consequent informality. Any sugg«*ions to better capture the 
S^tSe content that y^u cited in our last conversation would be greatly appreciated. 

connection to the base station, mitiating some desired action at the specified time. 

In ™.|n«nle the base-station could be nothing more than detachable user interfece. with the bulk of the 
jLSnt^rSSJTeT^L^ the tbne could be either absolute, such as 

day, or relative, such as time from now. 

to tfie specific case of clahns 4 and 5, and in the embodiment detailed in the '^^^^ "^^^^ 
m uic apcv except cm that the ear piece described here will carry 

^^{oJt Z^^tl^^«^m&-^^^ -Separate setUng device" ami -earpiece wh.di« 
^ntir^"'^^" as in the fi«t OA resp^ise were int«ided as imphcidy ^^^J^^^^^^^^ 
embodiments of the b^ station and timing element respectively m dami 1. More explanation was 
clearly required. 

The wording submitted for claim 1 does not provide a genenU term for the -^ming elementMo referent 
i; L3St Ss nor does the specification use a single specific term fiir the more genml Have 
I cSyTat this is aSopart of the difficulty? The antecedent b«as mentioned m <te.ms 3 

fi^SSngSon was intended t^ the "timing element" as above, likewise for the "autonomous 
^^tnSr^ SSaddr^ssyour point? Ifso^Ibelievelundersta^^ 

As surprising as it seems, I have found no prior art for this broad class <>"™^ « ^^XI^Y^eTl'" 
h^vXwiite experience to draw from, and I would appreciate any mput oflfere^ I suspect th^>* « 
S^So^^rSL. for this, in that only recently have displays and buttons bec«ne ven^ SSTS^^h 
totto iJSSsing and timing elemente. Previous approaches fit the restrictions of older technology, wh„h 
?a* sSSS^o^cSe. AS with raUway gages, outdated restrictions do tend to persist m people s 
thinking. 

Claims3,4,and5wereintendedtofurtheri«triclcla5mltodevicesusedasalarms.to8lan^^ .- 
near the ear, and to alarms sitting in the ear respectivety. 

Claim 2 is mtended to highlight a different specific feature, resetting the time reference when the timing 
elSLt s h discomi«*«l fiom the base station. TTie word "must" in the claim was the r«ul of an 
^ar^l^^S-^^seS^ avoid using negative wording. I was trying to say that resettmg the tune 
^« faiie "Sngekment" atlhetLeth^ 
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for the timing element to maintain consistent timing across multiple settings. Specifically: it's a big deal if 
a clock loses a few seconds a day. Its off enough to matter in a few months and having to reset it is a 
nuisance. However, it you set the alarm to go off tomorrow and it goes olfFa few seconds later than it 
should, that doesn't matter if the errors don't accumulate. This flexibility allows the use of cheaper / 
simpler components in the "timing element". The specification attempts to detail this. I don't think 
repladng the word must with "is" as suggested gets there. What is an acceptable wording for this point? 

Claims 6 and 7 are int^ded to fiirther restrict claim 2 to devices where the time setting identifies an 
alarm tune, and in use as alarm clocks respectively. 

Clime 6 mcorrectly references the device in claim 5. I introduced this type while repairing the formatting 
errors in the initial submission. It should have referenced clahn 2. 

Hope that helps. Thank you again for your offered help. 1 hope we can find a way to move this forward 
with minimal drain on your time. I look forward to ^)eaking with you. 

Darin Williams 

(520) 760^702 



08/09/2004 
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